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Public Comment - none. 

--

Mr. Dawkins asked if everything was in place for the grand open 
of the new facility? Mr. Mill stated yes, the Parks Depar 
is tting all the amenities t ther for the grand openi 
Mr. Da ins asked the size oft e scoreboard? Mr. Mil stated 
the supp ts for the scoreboard ave been set and t e"' scoreboard 
itself wilI e set in place afte the 4th of July. ~he scoreboard 
is large and ould be the eye c tcher as one e~rs the park. 
He emphasized t e major contribu ors to this project include: Chuck 
Haselwood, Rota Club, Kitsap Physician Service, Ace Paving, 
Belfair Sand & Gra el, Parametr'x, plus a ast of many that will 
not only be named on plaque, twill be out at the park. When 
he looks at this ne facilit he es a monument that will 
withstand and be used by eople bey d his time and long into the 
future. 

#1351 M/S/C/U(Overson/Farr) 

#1397 

Change Order...No..-M--i 
r-:r<assel Construction, 

Mr. Miller her affording him the 
opportunity eation on building this 
magnificent park, ing forwar o the construction of 
Phase II once fun ng is secure. Mr. Winter ointed out Phase I 
of the project s also constr ted within bud t. 

SA READING AMENDING 
AB95-136 

Public c 

M/ S /U (Neville/Farr) to pa s Ordinance No. 4516, on 
rea ng, amending Ordinance No. 4495 relating to the budget 
Ci y of Bremerton for Fiscal Y ar 1995. 

9A - PUBLIC HEARING: APPEAL OF PLANNING COMMISSION DECISION TO 
UPHOLD THE PLANNING DIRECTOR'S DECISION TO ISSUE A I CEASE AND 
DESIST ORDER' FOR AN ILLEGAL "JUNKYARD" LAND USE IN THE "BUSINESS 
PARK" (BP) ZONE; APPELLANT: WILLIAM SESKO; LOCATION: 1701 
PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, #AB95-142 

he CEASE and DESIST ORDER was issued in response to apparent 
illegal use of the subject property as a junkyard. The Order was 
appealed and upheld by the Planning Commission. The City Council 
is the hearing body for appeals of Planning Commission decisions. 

When hearing an appeal I the City Council may take any of the 
following actions: 
1. Uphold the Planning Commission's decision, validating the 

CEASE and DESIST ORDER; 
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2. overturn the decision, invalidating the ORDER; 
3. Modify the decision by adding or deleting conditions; or 
4. Remand the decision back to the Planning Commission for 

further review of circumstances or impacts identified by the 
city Council (the council should include specific issues to be 
considered). 

President Huff-Menees asked the "Appearance Of Fairness/Conflict Of 
Interest II question. Mr. Dawkins stated he talked with Mrs. Sesko, 
however he thought he was discussing the Pearl's Pavilion area and 
his only comment was that they perhaps needed an attorney. Note: 
no one objected to Mr. Dawkins being seated; therefore, all Council 
members were seated. 

Shane Jensen, Land Use Planner and Zoning Enforcement for the 
Department Of Community Development, referenced his memo dated June 
20, 1995, which was included in the Agenda packet, that outlined 
the proper Zoning Enforcement Appeal Hearing Procedure. 

Actions on the property today included: (1) CEASE & DESIST ORDER 
issued on February 2, 1995, and Mr. Sesko appealed that order to 
the Planning Commission. The Planning Commission heard the appeal 
on April 18, 1995, where they upheld the Director's decision to 
issue this order and deemed the subject property was being used as 
a junkyard based on the evidence they reviewed. This order has 
been appealed to the City Council and they will be shown evidence 
by photograph and video tape. There are a number of pictures 
showing shoreline violations, but they are not at issue during this 
hearing. The only issue to be addressed at this time is the zoning 
definition of a JUNKYARD. Any zoning violations are under another 
appeal that may or may not come before the City Council in the 
future. 

William Sesko stated he and his wife, Natasha, are the owners of 
the subject property. He is an Engineer and as such he wanted to 
explain how he uses materials to create things. He then handed out 
some documentation to show his using various materials as part of 
his business of invention development. Mr. Overson raised a 
procedural point ... in the past Council had discussed what 
information can be provided at one of these hearing. The 
discussion revolved mostly around that no additional information 
can be provided that was not provided to the Planning Commission. 
He asked the city Attorney if that was still true? Ian sievers, 
city Attorney, stated yes. Mr. Overson stated then on that basis 
he needed some way to validate that the information just passed out 
to council was also provided to the Planning Commission. Mr. 
sievers stated he was not present during the Planning Commission 
hearing and Council would have to rely on Planning staff to verify 
whether or not that information was provided to the Planning 

BREMERTON-007901 



• 
TAPE #1297 
city Council Reg. Mtg. Minutes 
June 28, 1995 
Page 10 of 19 

• 

commissioners. Mr. Jensen stated he could not recall whether or 
not the information Mr. Sesko handed out to Council was presented 
to the Planning Commission. Mr. Sesko stated he provided the 
Planning Commissioners some background on his profession. Mr. 
Overson pointed out it was difficult for the City Council to try to 
absorb any information handed out during the time allotted, and was 
not sure how useful such information would be to them. He asked if 
Mr. Sesko understood that he was not to provide Council any 
technical information that was not provided to the Planning 
commission? Mr. Sesko stated there is a certain discovery if it 
wasn't discovered before that time. Mr. sievers read into the 
record a section out of Council's Policy and Procedures Manual 
relating to this point: "Factual information, displays, drawings 
or pictures not presented at a hearing before a recommending board 
or commission may be restricted unless good cause for delay in 
presentation is shown. Council may ask questions of those 
testifying." He emphasized that statement would set the standard 
for this hearing and Council would have to rely on Mr. Sesko's good 
faith of compliance with that rule. Mr. Sesko stated all he was 
asking for was a fair hearing. Mr. Overson explained how Council 
came to adopt that rule and if more information is presented to 
council their only option is to remand the issue back to the 
Planning Commission to consider the new information. Mr. Sesko 
stated he felt such action would be fair. However, he did not feel 
the information handed out to Council was "new" information, but 
may have been presented a little different to the Planning 
commission. He emphasized all of his exhibits were returned to him 
following the Planning Commission meeting, but he did not have a 
formal listing identifying them. 

Mr. Sesko handed out a copy of a letter from the Department Of 
Ecology dated September 23, 1994, stating they added the subject 
property to their data base as a site suspected to be contaminated 
by hazardous substances and conducting a remedial clean up action 
is not an admission of guilt or liability. He also submitted a 
sample of contamination materials that was found at the site and 
since that time test were made to determine its composition. The 
history of the site included it being adjacent to a coal 
gassification plant that provided coal gas throughout the City for 
heat .. When the plant was decommissioned, apparently a lot of the 
coal material was pushed over the bank and with erosion of the bank 
it was causing this material to leach into the water and the beach 
was almost dead. He has put in considerable effort to clean up the 
beach in the hopes of bringing back marine and plant life. He 
thought he was doing a good deed in cleaning up the beach area. He 
passed out a copy of a letter from the Department Of Public Works 
stating that he had various items in the roadway. As soon as he 
received that letter, he removed the items. While he was cleaning 
up the property and removing the gas lines that were coming from 
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the coal dock to the surrounding area, the City put a STOP WORK 
order on the project, which he in turn applied for a Building 
Permit on October 21, 1994, however, he was told it was not 
acceptable. 

Mr. Sesko is trying to establish the fact that the property has 
always been used for storage, which he believes is a legal non­
conforming use. He could not understand why this could not be 
called "outdoor storage" ... that definition says any material, 
including items for storage or sale, lease, processing or repair, 
including vehicles, not in an enclosed structure. He asked if 
there was a reason it could not be considered "outdoor storage?" 
Mr. Jensen stated the definition of outdoor storage was not used 
because it was defined by the Director Of Community Development as 
being a "junkyard". The materials stored on site were garbage, 
debris, other unused items that he felt fit this definition and 
were being stored or otherwise handled on the property. Mr. Sesko 
stated he believed it could be considered a storage area also. Mr. 
Overson pointed out that was not an allowed use in that area. Mr. 
Sesko stated he was not saying it was, but that it was a non­
conforming use that was legally established. He asked the City 
Attorney if he was restricted from using case law during this 
hearing? Mr. Seivers stated that is not a factual matter, but 
rather part of his argument and would be allowed. Mr. Sesko handed 
out a copy of case law addressing "Construction of regulations 
that constitutes a junkyard - a collection of old airplanes and 
other articles are not junk simply because a uninformed observer 
may regard it as such. A person who maintains 14 unlicensed cars on 
his land for non-commercial purposes is not required to obtain a 
Junkyard License. Even though a storage yard is not an appropriate 
use for a Business Park zone, it is a non-conforming use. 

Mr. Sesko passed out an aerial view of the subject project taken in 
1986, which was prior to the current Zoning Ordinance, as well as 
an aerial view since he cleaned up the bank area. He also had 
pictures showing various kinds of materials he cleared from the 
bank and beach areas. He also passed by the Council members a 
Warranty Deed that showed the City owned the subject property in 
1944, when it was deeded to Lent. He also passed out a lease that 
showed he was leasing the property prior to purchasing it from Paul 
Mc Conkey for storage. He provided photographs of a City owned 
property in a residential zone that was being used for outdoor 
storage (former Street Department site adjacent to Evergreen Park), 
and he felt the uses were somewhat equal to his property. 

Natasha Sesko, wife of William Sesko and president of the Chinese 
Cultural Association, stated the subject site is not a junkyard and 
she did not know why a CEASE and DESIST ORDER was issued. Before 
they actually purchased the property they leased it from Paul 
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Mcconkey to store items. After they purchased the property, they 
decided to clean it up because of the oozing materials they found 
on the site that was leaching into the Port Washington Narrows. 

Mr. Jensen handed out some photographs that were taken of the site 
and were entered into evidence at the Planning Commission hearing. 
He apologized for the items handed out by Mr. Sesko that 
inadvertently did not get entered into evidence at the Planning 
commission hearing. The pictures showed the shore line as well as 
additional items being stored. He referenced the definition of a 
Business Park Zone as follows: "The Business Park Zoning District 
is intended to provide opportunities for the development of low­
intensity commercial, office or manufacturing businesses that are 
clean, quiet, low-traffic generators, and that will be compatible 
with adjacent or nearby residential uses or other uses that may be 
sensitive to business impacts. business Parks and their individual 
development will be designed as well-landscaped campus-like 
environments." He emphasized this is not an industrial area nor an 
industrial park area and the junkyard use has simply not been 
allowed there. Mr. Sesko's argument about a non-conforming use is 
one that the burden of proof is on him to establish. He read into 
the record the definition of a non-conforming use: "An activity or 
condition, which is legally established prior to the effective date 
of this ordinance (which is 1988), or subsequent amendments which 
would not be permitted out right or as an accessory use under this 
ordinance and is not specifically listed as being permitted by 
Special Use Fermi t, Planned Unit Development or other special 
permitting process. A non-conforming use may or may not involve 
buildings or structures and may involve part or all of the building 
or property. A party asserting the existence of a lawful non­
conforming use has the burden of establishing as of the effective 
date of the Zoning Ordinance or subsequent amendments, the use is 
either consistent with zoning provisions or was a pre-existing 
legal non-conforming use." Mr. Jensen went on to say Mr. Pratt's 
determination was that if Mr. Sesko's property was a legal non­
conforming use either as a junkyard or storage, that it is upon him 
to show the city how and why that was done. There is no evidence 
of the following: licensing for- business or land use permits for 
the property. Mr. Pratt's interpretation was that even if that 
non-conforming use existed on the property it is not to be expanded 
and should be within a defined area and any expansion of that is in 
violation of the Zoning Code. Since no evidence has been received 
from Mr. Sesko to prove that scenario, the Planning Department has 
gone on the assumption that this is not a legal use nor does a 
legal non-conforming use exist. The intent of the zoning currently 
in place is that eventually non-conforming uses go away and the 
area is transformed into something that the city envisions for that 
area. Mr. Sesko has been called into the Planning Department on 
several occasions to talk about different shoreline uses on the 
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property, i.e., marina, marine research facility. But, the city 
has not received any permit applications to move forward on any of 
those ideas. Mr. Sesko handed out, for Council 's viewing, a 
building permit that he had applied for, however, the City did not 
honor that application because there had not been any land use 
permitting done first. 

Mr. Jensen concluded his presentation with a video of the subject 
site showing the kinds of things currently being stored on the 
site: vehicles, buses, trucks, boats, house structure on the back 
of a truck, construction equipment, piping, metal debris, concrete 
blocks; storage tanks, wood and metal pieces, tires, signs, pieces 
of a wall, pallets, a building set on sled runners. 

Mr. Neville asked if the entire site was contained within the chain 
link fencing as shown on the video and the height of the fence? 
Mr. Jensen stated yes, on both sides; and the fence is 
approximately six feet tall. 

Mr. Winters asked if a building permit was obtained to place a 
building on the site? Mr. Jensen stated no. 

Mr. Law stated one of the handouts given to Council by Mr. Sesko 
was Section 135 citing case law. He asked if that information was 
presented to the Planning Commission? Mr. Jensen stated he could 
not recall if it was presented at that hearing. Mr. Sesko 
responded the City Attorney stated he could use that information 
during this hearing. Mr. Law asked that information would come 
under the category of "new information?" Mr. Sievers stated he 
believed the intent of Council's policy is not to be presented with 
new facts. He believed Mr. Sesko could make a variety of arguments 
by using the injection of case law to argue the definition of a 
junkyard. Mr. Law stated if citing case law is allowed, then 
council would have to ask Mr. Sievers if such information would 
have affected the Planning Commission's decision. Mr. sievers 
stated it could affect Council's decision if they felt such 
information made a difference. Mr. Law asked the City Attorney if 
they must first make sure that any thing cited would not change the 
Planning commission's recommendation? Mr. Sievers stated it is 
basically a factual determination of a number of facts, i.e., is it 
a non-conforming use, when was it established, what was the zoning 
when it was established and find out if it was legal when it was 
established. And, then it is a definition of what is going on now 
and does it fit the definition of a junkyard, which is the non­
conforming use alleged in the CEASE And DESIST ORDER. There is 
legal interpretation on terms like "non-conforming use" and Mr. 
Sesko cited a couple of court opinions of the definition of a 
junkyard. He believes the essence of those mean that it has to 
somehow be related to commercial activity. Given the facts that 
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council has heard, which should be approximately the same as the 
Planning Commission, he felt they could take that court's opinion 
as part of Mr. Sesko's argument. One of those cases stated it had 
to be commercial in nature, not personal. 

PUblic comment in support of the appeal: 
Leonard Hastings stated he has helped Mr. Sesko clean up the 
subject property even before Mr. Sesko purchased it. He did not see 
any difference between the subject site and the other adjoining 
properties. He believes the Planning Department is picking on this 
particular property when other properties around it look the same, 
which he would describe as industrial storage. 

TAPE #1298 

Public comment in general: 
LeRoy Adams asked what kind of materials are stored on the site and 
what will it be used for? Mr. Sesko stated he invents things for 
a living and most of the material on the property that is of a 
chunky nature was there at the time he purchased the site, i.e., 
concrete floats, forms, platforms, pallets, etc., and he is 
cleaning out a lot of those materials. He has spent extensive 
amounts of time cleaning up debris along the bank area so that it 
would not leach or migrate into the water, which he viewed as 
making progress on his clean up efforts. Mr. Adams asked if Mr. 
Sesko had a business located on the property? Mr. Sesko stated he 
would like to locate a business on the site once it is cleaned up 
and the environmental people tell him how much that clean up will 
involve. He believes there is approximately 2,000 cubic yards of 
contaminated soil in the subject area and a lot of his clean up 
work has been to contain it from getting into the saltwater and 
evaluate what has to be done. Mr. Adams asked how long Mr. Sesko 
had owned the property and what has he done to make it less of an 
eyesore to the city? Mr. Sesko stated he had already moved a 
tremendous amount of things off the property. He referenced the 
two aerial photographs he passed around showing the site in 1986 
and one showing as it exists today. 

Mayor Lynn Horton stated Mr. Sesko made a comment that some of the 
material has been on the property for many years. Past 
administrations have not felt as strongly as she does in her 
administration that we need to clean up properties like this and 
try to restore them in some good assemblance to the neighborhood. 
This site is surrounded by a residential neighborhood and people 
living across the street from this site and those who drive by it 
every day. She has a real focus that we need to take care of our 
properties and making them habitable for our community. One of our 
highest priorities need to be cleaning up our community and making 
it a presentable place to live and have businesses. 
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Mr. Jensen read into the record comments received from Bill 
Radford, who works for Lee Fabricators: "Mr. Sesko has brought in 
concrete chunks, big tanks, leaky boats, junk piers and created a 
road to the beach without a permit." And, comments received from 
Rhonda and George Gage, 1558 Pennsylvania Avenue: "We live near the 
Sesko property and are concerned about the way this land is being 
used. These are our concerns: (1) the collection of old cars and 
buses, which are unsightly and inappropriate we feel in an area 
close to residential housing. These items just sit there. (2) The 
collection of an old barge and storage tanks on the tideland area, 
sometimes water sometimes beach. The beach has rust on it from the 
barge. (3) The cutting of vegetation in City right-of-way at the 
end of the road, Pennsylvania Avenue, and other cutting of 
vegetation especially trees, which we feel will result in weakening 
the bank and causing additional slides off the bank. Two slides 
off the bank in that area have occurred in recent years. (3) The 
mobile building moved in over the old junk tank area combined with 
the old junk vehicles seem like an attractive nuisance and 
dangerous. There are many children that live at the marina and in 
the neighborhood. The area is fenced, but the gates are sometimes 
open." 

Mr. Sesko stated the site was zoned Industrial before it was zoned 
Business Park by the City. It is his burden to prove the property 
was never used for storage before when it always has been. The 
city has records of prior use of the site when it was owned by 
Lentz and other numerous activities. He again referenced the 
aerial photograph dated 1986, however, he was not sure he proved 
the point that it was actually taken during that year, but it does 
show the use as an industrial area, which was extensive storage. 
Now the property is being used for storage and he is cleaning it up 
and eventually would like to see it changed as soon as the 
contamination is cleaned up. He referenced the photograph of the 
city's property that appears to being used as storage by Park 
Avenue, and pointed out it is located next to a City park and 
residential properties across the street. He believed the 
materials stored on that site were not any more extensive than the 
materials he is storing on his property. His property is 
surrounded by industrial uses even though it is in a Business Park 
zone. The tank farm to the east of his property is an industrial 
use, the float manufacturer and concrete manufacturer to the west 
of the site are also industrial. He noted Lee's Fabrication shop 
and a vehicle maintenance shop for the fuel oil company to the 
south of his property are completely surrounded by industrial use. 
Now for the City to say that all he can do on his site is "Business 
Park" use doesn't make a lot of sense to him. He asked what will 
it take for him to prove that his property is used for non­
conforming storage? Mr. Jensen stated the land use permits and 
proper business license would be a good way to start; however, Mr. 
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Sesko has neither of those permits or records. Mr. Sesko stated he 
did go to city Hall trying to find out about the coal gassification 
plant, however, he was told business licenses are only kept for 
three years. There is no way to go back and establish the history 
of business licenses. He felt everyone was aware that Lentz is an 
established business in that area. He emphasized the change in 
ownership of a piece of property does not take away the non­
conforming status. He believes his property is a "storage yard" 
and admits it is a little bit messy. Again, he referenced the 
condition of the City's property being used for storage next to 
Evergreen Park. 

Mr. Winters pointed out Mr. Jensen stated Mr. Sesko had never 
obtained a Building Permit or any type of business license, yet he 
passed around a Building Permit Application that shows no approval 
as of October 1994. He asked Mr. Sesko why he showed that permit 
to the council if it had no significance other than his applying? 
Mr. Sesko stated he was requesting a permit to repair the bulkhead, 
which would have been an improvement to the property. That permit 
would not be used to establish a business, the property is being 
used for storage. If someone leases out a warehouse to be used for 
storage there is no requirement for a business license. Mr. 
Winters asked Mr. Sesko if he received a letter of denial from the 
City? Mr. Sesko pointed out the last page contained their 
comments. Mr. Winters noted that the page referenced contained no 
names of city Officials. Mr. Winters asked Mr. Sesko if he owned 
the subject site and if so, the year it was purchased? Mr. Sesko 
stated the earnest money went through about three years ago 
followed by a closing of the sale six months later. the 
documentation he provided showed he was leasing the site in 1990. 

Mr. Farr stated for practical purposes things that are really 
objectionable to the neighbors, he would assume, are the broken 
vehicles, old buses and old storage tanks. He asked if Mr. Sesko 
brought in any of those items? Mr. Sesko stated the bus was 
brought in at the time he was renting the site for storage. The 
windows on the bus were subsequently broken by vandals. At this 
point, he feels it is damaged beyond repair and he does intend to 
have it removed. Mr. Farr stated he would hate to discourage him 
from his clean up efforts as long as he went about the process in 
the legal form. He is the Council representative for that area and 
the city has received complaints on the way it appears. He felt it 
was hard to say it didn't meet the definition of a junkyard when 
there are junky vehicles parked there. Mr. Sesko stated no one had 
told him there was a problem prior to his receiving the CEASE and 
DESIST ORDER. Mr. Farr asked if Mr. Sesko brought in the rusty 
tanks on the upland area from the beach? Mr. Sesko explained those 
items are pontoons used for torpedo netting and they were being 
used at the Brownsville Marine as a breakwater. He estimated the 
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worth of those pontoons at approximately $3,000 each. 

Mr. Overson asked if Mr. Sesko brought in the boats and the house 
on to the property? Mr. Sesko stated there are two boats on site 
and he did bring in a mobile modular office building. Mr. Overson 
asked Mr. Sesko how he made an income. Mr. Sesko stated right now 
he is depending on his property. Mr. overs on asked if he was 
selling materials off his property? Mr. Sesko stated no. Mr. 
Overson challenged him to have his site as clean as the City will 
have its area near Evergreen Park by the time the City is finished 
with its project. He noted some of the documentation passed to 
council were dated June 22, and the presentation to the Planning 
commission was April 18, so Mr. Sesko definitely presented 
information that was not presented to the Planning Commission. Mr. 
Sesko pointed out that was part of his discovery. 

Mr. Law asked if Mr. Sesko had any method to be sure that no one 
can get on the property and occupy or have the exposure of misdeeds 
in the building or other areas? Mr. Sesko stated the building is 
secured and the windows have a metal grating over them so none can 
gain entry. Mr. Law asked if there were any structures on site 
that people could use? Mr. Sesko stated there are two small 
storage sheds that are kept locked. He noted there is a garage 
building on the back of a truck, however, it is not enclosed. Mr. 
Law asked if Mr. sesko was absolutely sure that someone could not 
be dragged into one of those structures? He emphasized this is a 
concern to everyone. Mr. Sesko stated all of his structures are 
locked except for the garage on the truck, which is completely 
open. 

Mr. Neville asked if Mr. Sesko was aware of the long term planning 
for his area? Mr. Sesko stated yes, and that the area closest to 
the water would be Business Park and the upper area will be multi­
family residential. Mr. Neville asked Mr. Sesko if he participated 
in any of the discussion during the planning process for the Campus 
Evergreen Plan? Mr. Sesko stated he did attend several of those 
planning session. Mr. Neville noted Mr. Sesko stated he wanted to 
be grandfathered into the industrial zoning. Mr. Sesko stated that 
would be interim storage and any plans for a permanent use of the 
property would be compatible with the Business Park zone. Mr. 
Neville asked if Mr. Sesko had tried to coordinate any of his 
plans, such as removal of vehicles, with the City's effort to clean 
up and the special offer by Chico Towing to removal junk vehicles 
without a charge? Mr. Sesko explained the two boats are 
physically in the way of the two vehicles and as soon as he moves 
the boats he can dispose of the vehicles. He has concentrated on 
cleaning up the waterfront area, which he feels is most important. 
Mr. Neville asked if Mr. Sesko had a definite date when his clean 
up effort on the site will be done, or is he proceeding as money 
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allows? Mr. Sesko stated the clean up was his major concern until 
he received the stop order. Mr. Neville asked if Mr. Sesko had a 
definite goal in mind, such as by the year 2000, having the 
shoreline cleaned up and most of the rubble removed. Mr. Sesko 
stated his intent was to have the clean up done, however, the City 
has action against two other pieces of his property, which places 
him in a legal problem and he would like to work with the City 
rather than fight it legally. 

Mr. Winters asked Mr. Sesko if the pier sitting out in the water 
was in place when he began leasing the property and if so, why 
wouldn't it have been one of the first things to be removed? Mr. 
Sesko explained he did not own the beach and was only renting the 
upland property. The pier belongs to the Wilkinson's Oil Company. 
Mr. winters asked if Wilkinson Oil Company had been asked to remove 
the pier? Mr. Sesko explained they removed the pipelines from the 
pier. He further explained the tidelands are owned by the State and 
Wilkinson Oil leases those tidelands from the State for 
approximately $1,200 per year for the pier. He is in negotiations 
to take that over from Wilkinson's fuel distribution company. 

Mr. Overson questioned if he understood correctly that it is the 
city's intent to have the property cleaned up. Mr. Jensen stated 
yes. Mr. Overson pointed out Mr. Sesko stated that is also his 
intent, so by upholding the Planning Commission's decision and 
upholding the CEASE and DESIST Order it will actually help Mr. 
Sesko's intent to clean it up and the City encourages that clean up 
process. Mr. Jensen stated Mr. Overson is correct, the City issued 
the order in February and it was to be complied with 2-3 weeks 
later, if an appeal was not filed. If Council upholds the order 
and Mr. Sesko does not comply within 30 days, he would be cited for 
a gross misdemeanor violation. 

Mr. Law asked Mr. Sesko when would he have his property cleaned up 
with out the CEASE and DESIST ORDER? Mr. Sesko stated the question 
is he doesn't think the building constitutes junk and is legal 
storage as well as the boats. Cleaning up the junk around the 
property would make it look 100% better and satisfy the City, which 
he was in the process of doing when the City stopped him. He 
emphasized nothing was hauled in. And, if the city's position is 
upheld, he will be required to remove everything off the property. 

Mr. Winters stated in his earlier questioning about the pier, he 
made an error and was actually talking about the rusted out 
breakwater float. He asked Mr. Sesko if he brought that in after 
he acquired the property? Mr. Sesko stated yes, about three years 
ago. Part of the float that was on the beach has been removed and 
the existing section was to be reduced down to one third and 
remodeled for use as part of a marina. 
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President Huff-Menees stated she was concerned, after seeing the 
photographs and listening to comments this evening, that there 
still seems to be a discrepancy between what the City considers to 
be clean up and what they consider to be junk and what Mr. Sesko 
considers to be clean up and junk. Hopefully, he could recognize 
that people looking at his property and what is there, the 
contaminated soil aside, such as old vehicles, old rusty barges, 
rusty pontoon, etc., do look like a junk yard. She could take 
photographs of a junkyard that would look very similar to the way 
his property looks today. But, when asked about clean up, he talks 
about the work he had done on the shoreline and the work he has 
done in terms on the contamination, which troubles her. 
Mr. Sesko stated he set his priorities and felt the beach was more 
important because there was actual leaching into the water as well 
as a lot of metal pieces that had been dumped over the bank. The 
City stopped him from using his crane for the past three months, so 
his hands are tied to continue that effort. He talked with the 
Department of Fisheries about taking the barge apart and 
reassembling it and they have him a timetable to carry out that 
work, however, with the stop order on the crane his hands are tied. 

Mr. Law stated he had the feeling that no matter how much time Mr. 
Sesko was given it would not be enough time. 

M/S/C/U(Law/Farr) to UPHOLD the Planning Commission's decision to 
uphold the CEASE and DESIST ORDER, and hereby recognize the 
property at 17 o 1 Pennsylvania Avenue as being used as a "Junkyard 11 , 

which is an illegal land use in the "Business Park" (BP) zone. 

With no further business meeting adjourned at 8:10 P.M. 

KATHLEEN L. McCLUSKEY, City Clerk 

SHERRIL HUFF-MENEES, Council President 
City of Bremerton 
KLM/SH-M/me 
cc: Normal Distribution 

File/Vault 
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